remaining authors deal with three distinct consequences of settlements in occupied territory. Adam Roberts confronts the fact that settlements, along with occupation itself, provoke resistance and discusses how the jus in bello anticipates and regulates such resistance. 7 Omar M. Dajani addresses the possibility that some settlements in occupied territory amount to "de facto annexation" of territory in violation of Article 2(4) of the UN Charter with consequences for other states under the Articles on State Responsibility. 8 Finally, Yaël Ronen raises unresolved questions about the war crime of transfers by an Occupying Power of its own civilian population into occupied territory-a crime that has never been adjudicated. In so doing, she moves beyond the oft-cited debates about whether the International Criminal Court has jurisdiction to address Israeli settlements, considering instead the issues that the Court would have to resolve if it were to consider that offense on the merits. 9 To be sure, this symposium discusses only a fraction of the legal issues raised by fifty years of Israeli settlements. Guided in large part by the parameters of Meron's AJIL comment, the commentators here do not address sovereignty claims based on religious or biblical grounds. They do not address, as others have, the merits of the Security Council Resolution 2334 or its consequences on the "two-state" solution. 10 Like Meron, they discuss only Israeli settlements and do not engage in comparisons with other contemporary cases that might be seen as comparable-or the oft-stated criticism that the international community's focus on Israeli actions to the exclusion of those by others with respect to their behavior in disputed or occupied territories demonstrates a political bias. 11 Moreover, they raise only some of the Israeli government's legal defenses to its policies and only some of the consequences of those policies. Thus, Meron and at least one of his interlocutors in this symposium (Eyal Benvenisti) focus on arguments that the Fourth Geneva Convention is simply inapplicable to the West Bank first made by Yehuda Blum (and eventually by Meir Shamgar). Contentions that Israeli policies have incorporated certain land as "state lands" for designated "nonsettlement" purposes and that these de facto applications of the Hague Regulations are permitted, raised only tangentially in Kretzmer's contribution, have been highlighted by Israel's military lawyers in recent films such as The Law in These Parts by Ra'anan Alexandrowic. 12 Nor is that film's attention to the possible consequences of Israeli settlements on core democratic values the focus of attention here.
We fully expect that, like every effort to revisit this topic, this necessarily selective symposium will draw criticism. It certainly does not purport to cover the waterfront and does not include all shades of opinion even with respect to the matters the commentators chose to address. Not all readers will agree with the substantive conclusions drawn by Meron or his interlocutors. But this effort will achieve its purpose if it inspires continued serious attention to one of the most enduring legal issues of our time.
